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SMITH THROWN ODT OF COURT

LAST DAT'A

H. m. H. M.

Corset's Here?
OE CORSET'S HERE

AND
HERE GUSTILY.

A woman representative of tho

manufacturers of

HER MAJESTY'S CORSET

Will bo hero to show the excellence

and superiority of that article, and to
fit tho corset to all purchasers, ono

week only; Jan. 30 Feb. 4.

before the court, bst wo shonld not for this rea-
son say that tho State should be a party to every
suit that Involved tho constitutionality of a law
of tho State. It is the duty of tho Attorney-genera- l

to attend to the Interests of the Stato when
involved in a matter before the court. lie comes
there as an otiicer of the State to advise one of
the three departments of the State government
in such manner "as he may deem necessary to
aid the court in reaching a just determination"
of the matters that concern the interests of the
State. The parties are already before the court,
but as wo think neither the State itself, nor tho
Attorney-genera- l as representing the State, Is
auy more a party tban if the matter vrere ono to
be decided by the exeoutive or the legislative
department of the government. Uach depart-
ment, in Its own sphere, is the State, and as ach
guards the rights of the State, not as those of a
stranger or mere suitor before it, but as thoso of
the body-politi- c, of which it is itself a part.

It can hardly bo said that by reason of the de-
cision rendered in the matters in controversy be-
tween the parties that the interest or tho State and
the people have not received due consideration.
The Attorney-genera- l as a sworn otiicer of the
Stato has done his duty as he saw it. and advised
the court wltn great learning and ability. And
It must be remembered besides, that those con-
stituting the court were themselves also sworn
ofheers of the State, and. as a court, even con-
stituted an Integral part of the State govern-
ment. Whether they deoided the matter before
them as the Attorney-genera- l thought right, or
whether they decided them as tho court as now
constituted would have done, does not affect the
question as to whether the decision so rendered
can now be reviewed by the court, iu this case,
and as to the issues between the parties.

We are of opinion that in such appearance the
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GRATEFUL COMFORTING.

EPPS'S COCOA
BREAKFAST SUPPER.

"By thorough knowledge of t'i natural laws
which govern tho operation of diecatlon anlnutrition, and by a cartful application of the hud
properties of well-plecte- d (Jrha. Mr. Epp ha

roriled our breakfast tables with a delicately
lavored beverace which may bay) us many heavV

doctors' bills. It is by thr ja-licio- uso of sucU
Articles ot diet that a coustitutiou may be irradaally
built up until Btrou enough ti t every ten-
dency to dwease. Hundrcda of subtle maladies ar
tioating around us roady to ttclc w!i rever there Is
a weak point. We mar escape mauy a fatal shaft by
keepinjr ourselvfs well fortitiod with pur blood and
a properly nourished frame "Civil Gazette.
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Belt Railroad and Stock-la- rd Company.

STOCKHOLDERS' MEETING
The annual meeting of the stockholders of thoBelt Railroad and Mock-yar- d Company will be h( Idat the director room, in the Uniyu JUilway station,In the city of InliaiiaHlli, vrx Tuesday. 7th day ofFebruary, 193, between the hours ot 10 3 1 an l l'i

o'clock a. nx. for the purpose of electing nine direct,
or to serve for the eusuin year, and for the tranuolion of such other business as mar come b- -f rot!
metlirifr. K a. MCJvEK,

January 7. 1693.
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Tlio Legislature Most Make a ftew Ap-

portionment Law at This Session.

Democrats Fooled In Their Sereno Confidence

that tho Supreme Court Would Over-

throw the Gerrymander Decision.

Representative Ader Outlines the Policy
of tho Majority on the Subject.

Will Not Try to Satisfy the Republicans Eased
on Majorities in Both Houses Jadgea

"Roasted" by State Officers.

DEMOCRATIC PROGRAMME!.

Leaders Surprised at the Decision Will
Still Hold the Legislature.

It was freely stated in some quarters yes
terday that the Democrats had a new ger-
rymander all ready to pat through the
Legislature. This is hardly possible. From
frequent talks with Democratio legislators
since the session began, it seems evident
that the majority has been resting serene
in tho conlidence that because the Supreme
Court was now Democratio the petition of
the Attorney-gener- al would be taken np
and the decision of tho old court over-
thrown. So sure wero they of this that
Representative Ader felt rather insulted
at being pat at the head of the apportion-
ment committee, which would have noth-
ing to do.

Senator Smith, at the head of the Sen-
ate's apportionment committee, was not in
the city yesterday, but some days ago
when asked what the majority would do
should the decision invalidating the gerry-
mander of lS'Jl stand, jocularly replied,
"Why, we'd re-ena- ct the old one."

After various little conferences and dis-
cussions among State officers and suoh lead-
ers in the Legislatures as were in town yes-
terday afternoon a rough sort of a policy
was outlined to a Journal reporter by Rep-
resentative Ader, chairman of the House
committee.

"1 have read the deoision," said he, "and
though it does not touch upon the merits
of the main question, there is no doubt
that it settres the gerrymander of lb'Jl.
And it means the death-kne- ll to legislative
gerrymanders as we have known them and
the beginning of fairer divisions. As a
member of the Legislature, 1 never have
believed that with the power delegated to
ns by the people to apportion the Mate as
we deem best that live men ought to be
able to step in and say we cannot do it this
way or that way, and compel us to do it to
suit their fastidious tastes, lint that is
the law, and we cannot liy in its face. In
consequence we must give the people a
fairer apportionment law.

"This thing comes to us like a flash out of
a clear sky, and we are totally unprepared
with any measure, to take the place
of the law of 1801. We shall pass a
new law and a fair one from a Democrutio
stand-poin- t. It will not be entirely satis-
factory to you Republicans; in fact it will
not be satisfactory to you at all. But Indi-
ana is a Democratio State, and I am just
partisan enonsh to believe that its govern-
ment should be Democratio in all its
branches. I think the next gerrymander is
likely to be based on a majority of about
eiaht in the Honee and five in the Senate.

"A curious question is likely to arise
from this decision, " continued 5lr. Ader.
'What is to becomeof thetwenty-liv- e hold-

over Senators elected this year? Are they
to be de facto oi'iicers still after this Legis-
lature adjourns!"

Representative Snlzer, who was sitting
by, entered the discussion, and both came
to theconolusion, after Home argument, that
nnless ousted by court these Senators
wonld probably serve in the next Legis-
lature.

TEXT OF Till: DECISION,

Opinions Are a Clear, Learned and Manly
Stfttrnio.it of the Lnw.

The Supreme Conrt yesterday handed
down an opinion, refusing a rehearing in
the apportionment case, for which motion
had been made and briefs hied ad libitum
by the Attorney-genera- l. The opinion pre-
vailed by four to nothing Judge Howard,
who wrote the chief opinion, receiving the
concurrence of Judges Hackney, Olds and
Coftey. Judge McCabe dissented, but
had, it is presumed, no reasons to give,
for bo wrote out none. When
the judges met yesterday for consultation
it was not apparent what amount of
agreement there was between them. Judge
Howard was assigned to write the opinion
of the court, and Judge Coffey made known
that ho would write an individual opinion.
It developed, when the opinions were com-
pared, that Judge Howard, speaking for
himself and Judge Hackney, and Jndge
Co tley for himself and Jndge Olds, reached
the same conclusion, which, therefore, be-
came the opinion of the court. Both are
printed below. After a reference to the
Attorney-gener- al the opinion goes on to
say that h;.s petition, as chief law otucerof
the State, and because of the importance
of the questions involved, is entitled to the
gravest consideration. The court said:

A petition for rehearing la a request to tho
court to rtviso its own action by correcting
errors ana modifying or setting aside its judg-
ment. The statute, Seo. Ct2, U. S., Ida I, pro-
vides that at any time within sixty days after
the determination of a cause either party may
rllo a peiitioL for a rehearinc. The question at
the outset, thfrefore, is whether the Attorney-genera- l

is b.mself a party to this action or
whether he represents such party.

Besides the special duties of tho Attorney-genera- l

provided tor in various statutes, his general
duties are named in Sections and ft0ti of
the Revised Statutes of 1881. Section 5059 pro-
vides that "such Attorney-genera- l shall prose-
cute and defend all suits that may
be Instituted by or against the State
of Indiana, the prosecuting or defend-
ing of which is not already pro-
vided for by law, whenever notified ten days of
the pendency thereof by the clerk of the court
In which such suits aro pending, and whenever
required by the Governor or a majority of the
oRiuersof State, in writing, to be furnished him
within a reasonable time, for the purpose therein
contemplated. And he shall prosecute and de-
fend all criminal or State prosecutions that are
now or hereafter may be pending in tho Supreme
Court of the State of Indiana."

This is not a suit by or against tho State, al-
though it is prosecuted by a relator in the name
of tho State. It is a suit for mandate, which is
already provided lor by law. Neither has the
Governor, nor a majority of the state otticers,
nor any clerk of a court required or notified
him to prosecuto or defend In the ca9o.
Neither Is it a case in which any criminal or
Stato prosecution is pending in the supreme
Court. Section 5500 provides that "tho Aitor-ney-jrener- al

shall be required to attend to the in-

terests of tho State in all suits, actions or claims
in which the Stato is or may become interested
in the Supreme Court of this state" By this
section he is mado the law otiicer of the State in
all matters before tho Supromo Court iu which
the State has interests luvolved. This raises the
question as to the interests of the State iu this
action, and particularly as to whether she is a
party to it. The interests of the ttr.te here
concern the constitutionality of a law ailecting
tho membership of the legislative department of
the Mate government. We can hardly conceive
of aDy suit before the court which could be of
greater interest to tho State, and it is eminently
proper that the Attorney-jrenera- l should attend
to thoso interests. This the court recognized in
granting leave .othe Attorcey-geuera- l to appear
in the case In the order heretofore made, as fol-
lows: "it further appearing to the court that
tho matters involved in said cause are such a
effect tho entiro people of tho fctatc, and are of
great important'. It Is ordered that leave he
granted to the Aitorney-genera- l of the htate to
apiear in behalf of tho people, and to take mch
steps a ho may deem necessary to aid tho court
in reaching a just determination thereof."

This order of the court and tho active partici--

fiation of the Attorney-genera- l In the proceed
appeal are in full harmony with the

pi'lrit of tho Maiute. Iiut dl I thi uiperrancc.' or tho un'er of the court, or tho grav Interests
! of the people in the cae constitute tho Stato a
: partyl Tne order of tho court ror.ld not make
; one a party who was not already a party in
i reality. It could only admit one to be a party

who was already in fact and in law a necessary
or a proper party lo the suit. eou:u the im
portant luterrsts of the people make tne Mate
eucli a partyl The people of tho Mate are vi-
tally interested in tho decitlon of the con-ttUutiona-

of every general law thut
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"We give especial attention to fram-

ing life-siz- o crayon portraits, and
always carry in stock a number of
our finest moldings made up into
frames of that size.

THE H. LIEBER COM PANT,

11 South Meridian St.

CANCELED HOLMES'S JAIL SENTENCE.

Excesaiie Zeal of the Conrt Justly Counter-
acted by tho Governor.

Governor Matthews yesterday granted a
pardon to John W. Holmes, a prominent
and wealthy citizen, orer seventy years of
age. who was given alight jail sentence by
the Circnit Conrt of Jackson connty for
election bribery. Holmes, it seems, is a
Republican farmer residing a few miles
out of the town of Madura. One
eight a few days before tho lata
election ho discovered a man in
the .act of erecting a Democratio
pole in front of his, Holmes's, yard. Much
exercisad over the preparations he set
about to bargain with the Democrat for the
removal of the odious emblem, and finally,
for the consideration of 2 and a promise of
$3 after the election, the pole-rais- er de-
parted. The balance due was promptly
paid shortly after the election, but
the matter was considered to be
of the nature of attempted bribery.
Holmes was arrested on that char ire, and
on conviction the court placed the penalty
at ten days in jail, assessed a line of $25
and disfranchised the old man for ten
years. The diesrace attached to the jail
sentence fell heavily upon the prisoner's
family, and through the intluence of
friends and the fact of Holmes's prom-
inence ne was allowed to remain out of
prison pendina the action of the Governor.
The tine and disfranchisement will stand as
assessed.

REFUSED TO BOY NEW CAPS.

Street-Ca- r Conductors Locked Out for a Short
Time Trouble Settled

An incipient strike of the street-ca- r

xnotormen on the Columbia and Cliflord
avenue lines occurred yesterday morning
at the Louisiana-stree- t stables, but was
settled with but little delay to travel. The
trouble grew out of tho order issued Dec. C,

by the company, that on and after Jan. 27,

conductors should go on duty with a new
uniform cap. A number of the men had
provided themselves with the caps adopted
by the company eoino months apo and re-
fused to buy tho new ones. Yesterday
morning when eight conductors appeared
at the ntable without having conformed
with the recent rule the stable foreman in-form- ed

them that other men would xaka
their places. The motormen at once re-
belled and refused to work with the non-
union conductors. All ellort9 toward an
adjustment of the ditticulty were
fntile. and business on the lines
running oat of the Louisiana-stree- t
stables was at a standstill for an hour.
The cars were tinally started and a com-
mittee for the employes delegated to call on
Superintendent Lewis. The result of the
visit proved satisfactory, and the union
men will return to work to-da-y with their
old caps.

niGERT-JOINE- R CASE DISMISSED.

Terra Cotta Company Not Involved in the
Suit Properties Retransferred.

The suit referred to yesterday as being
filed in the Putnam Circuit Court by K. L.
Hlgert against Joseph Joiner, superintend-
ent of the Indianapolis terra cotta-work- s,

wherein Mr. Joiners holdings in the terra
cotta company were involve1, was yester-
day compromised between Hlgert and
Joiner and the casa was dismissed. The
terms of the compromise were a retransfer
of the properties exchanged. The terra
cotta company, it should be said, wan in no
pecuniary way involved in the suit, Mr.
Joiner says that the statement that he
agreed to see that Higert was given a
position in the company worth $150 a
month is absurd and unfounded.

In Citjr Affairs
The usual brief session of tho Board of

Publio Works was held yesterday morning.
F. J. Van Vorhis and John S. Spann, repre-
senting property-owner- s, appeared and pre-
sented a petition asking that Kentucky
avenue be opened from Merrill street to
"White river, in contemplation of a bridgu
to be placed at that point by tho Connty
Commission cia.

Another petition of property-owner- s

asked that the water mains bo extended on
Washington street. from tttata street to
Ueville avenue. No action was taken
with either.

The board addressed a letter to President
Frenzel, of the street-railwa- y company,
and directed him to remove the piles of
snow on various streets, canoed by the oper-
ation of snow-plow- s on the lines.

The following pay-roll- s were approved:
Street commissioner, 211. sewer gang,
?L&; and bridge ganc. ZrJl.

Fubxituiu: at Win. L. Eldero.

Attorney-genera- l Is, in the strictest legal sense,
a friend of the court, and not a party, nor the
representative of any rarty to the suit before it.
lie has aided the court in its labors to reach a
just decision of the case. That decision, whether
right or wrong, has been reached, and his
friendly office. is ended. The parties have liti-
gated the matters at issue between them, and
have withdrawn in bo far as they can from the
jurisdiction of the court. We think be can not
Edition for a rehearing of the matters that have

and decided between them. Counsel
for appellee in one of their briefs call the Attorney--

general an interveuor in this case, but from
what has been said of his office before the oourt
he cannot be an intervenor. As tho law officer
of the state he has aided and advised the court,
even as he might have given his legal opinion to
the Governor when requested. But no Judgment
could be rendered for or against him, or for or
against the State, a might be done in case of an
intervenor.

But although we do not think that the Attorney--

general can petition in this case, as a party,
for a rehearing, yet we have no doubt that tho
case, like all others, is still before the court in
case error or mistake has been made. The court
may correct its own record, either on Its own
motion or on being advised of tho mistake by
any party In Interest. In the case of Board,
etc., vs. Brown, 14 Ind., 191, a petition for re-
hearing was tiled more than sixty days after tho
decision. The court could not grant a rehearing,
but it appearing that a decision had been ren-
dered against one who had not been before the
court, the court on its own motion granted a
rule upon the other party to ehow cause why tho
decision should not be revoked.

In Taylor vs. Klliott, et al.. 52 Ind., 5S3, this
court fully considered and decided Its power to
modify, correct or sot aside its own decision in a
proper case.

In Crowell vs. Jaqua, reported In 15 N. E.
Be p. 212. (114 Ind. 210) this court set aside one
opinion on account of Inadvertent error, and
substituted another in its place In Elliott's
Appellate Procedure, Section 550, the power of
the court to correct Its own errors is expressly
maintained. Of this power there can be no
doubt, but that is not the question before us.
There is no mistake of fact, no Inadvertence,
"no errors into which the court may have fallen,"
but a deliberate decision of issues upon facts ad-
mitted by tho parties. Thefe parties have do-part- ed

from the jurisdiction of the court, under
the rules of the court as established In pursu-
ance of the provisions of the statute, and wo do
not think that the Issues litigated between them
can have a rehearing In this court.

The intervenor, Morgan Chandler, has also
filed his petition for rehearing of the cause, but
he has tiied no brief in its support, and under the
rules of the court it cannot therefore be con-
sidered.

We are besides of opinion that as there was no
decision adverse to him. he cannot have auy-thln- g

upon which to base his petition for re-
hearing.

It is therefore ordered and adjudged by the
court that the petition for a rehearing nowon
file in this cause bo, and the same are hereby re-
jected.

At the conclusion of this opinion are the
words, "McCabe, J., dissents." Then fol-

lows Judge Coftey's opinion, in which the
conclusion is the same bat is readied by
dillerent course of reasoning. He makes
very clear the fact that the Supreme Conrt
has no further jurisdiction in the case, as
follows:

CHIEF JUSTICE COFFEY'S OPINION.
On the 3d day of January, 1893, a peti-

tion for a rehearing in this cause was 11 led
on behalf of the Attorney-genera- l of the State.
Before any consideration of such petition wo ara
met by tho grave question as to whether wo havo
any jurisdiction in the case. If wo have juris-
diction, no great publio inconvenience is likely
to ariso by reason of any action taken by tho
oourt in the cause, but on the other hand, if we
have no Jurisdiction, any action we may tako
will bo a mere nullity. Tho granting of a re-
hearing under such circumstances would
not annul tho former adjudication hold-
ing tho apportionment acts of 1S79 and 1H91
Invalid. Tho evil consequences likely to follow
upon the attempted enforcement of laws which
stand authoritatively adjudged invalid can
readily be foreseen. As to the manner in which,
or in what tribunal, the question of the validity
of such an attempt may arise no one at this
time can foretell, but that it would arise in some
form, in the event we should assume to act with-
out jurisdiction, is reasonably certain. The
question of Jurisdiction over the case necessarily
arises upon the record.

Section 062, K. S.. 1831, provides that "When
any cause lsdetermlned in the Supreme Court, the
clerk shall forthwith notify tho clerk of the court
below that It is determined, and whether reversed
or affirmed. In whole or in part, or dismissed. At
any time within sixty days after such determina-tian- ,

either party may lile a petition for a rehear-
ing, and if not so Hied, the decision and instruc-
tions of the Supreme Court shall be certified
to the court below, unless otherwise ordered by
the court."

Kule U8 of this court provides that "Opinions
andjudgments shall not bo ccrtiUed to tho court
below by the clerk of this court, except In crim-
inal cases, until the expiration of sixty days, un-
less by order of this court, or on the tiling of
waiver of petition for rehearing, which order of
court, or filing of waiver shall bo certified by the
clerk with tho opinion."

The oulnlon of the court in this cause was
filed on the 17th day of Decembor, 1892, and on
the 22d day of tho same month the parties to
this litigation, acting under the above statute
aud rule, tiled in the clerk's omce of this court
tho following waiver of the right to lile a petition
for rehearing, viz.: "Come now the parties, both,
appellants and appellee, and each sev-
erally and separately waive aud re-
linquish the right to lile a petition
lor a rehearing in this cause and accept as final
and conclusive the opinion of the court heieto- -
fore rendered in this cause, aud now ask that the
court will order and direct the clerk of thit court
to immediately certify said cause and opinion to
the clerk of the Henry Circuit Court, froui which,
court the'appeal in this caue was taken."

This waiver was signed by the attorneys of
record for each of tho parties, and was not only
nied in the clerk's otliee, but the parties, in ad-
dition to suoh tiling, procured an order of tho
court thereon requiring the clerk of this court to
certify the cause according to this request and
agreement of the parties.

The cause, pursuant to this agreement and
waiver, and the order of the court was accord-
ingly certified by the clerk of this court to tho
clerk of the Benry county Circuit Court That
this was a legltmate mode of taking the case
from this court seems not to be doubted, and
thut the cause, as well as tho parties to tho suit
are now beyond tho power and control of this
court I think is equally certain, unless some
party remains here not having .joined in the
waiver, who is entitled to file a petition for a ng.

No petition Is filed by the State, and If such
petition was on file it would be a sufficient
answer to it to say that it was not entitled to a
rehearing without the consent of the relator to
whom it has extended the use of its name for the
enforcement of a private rirht, even If it had not
joined iu the waiver, which it has done.

A petition ha3 been filed by Mr. Chandler, an
Intervenor, but it is not claimed that ho is en-
titled to a rehearing. If such claim were made
It would be sufficient answer to it to say that ho
has not tiled a brief in support of his petition,
and for this reason, under the well-know- n rules
of this court, it is waived.

The only petition in tho cause under which. It
Is claimed we have the power to grant a rehear-
ing is filed by the Attorney-genera- l of the Stato.
During the progress of the cause in this court tho
following order was made, namely: "It further
apiearing to the court that the matters involved
in said cause are such as affect the entire people
of the State and are of great importance It is or-
dered that leave be granted to the Attcrney-gen-er- al

of the State to appear in behalf of tho peo-
ple and to tako such steps as he may deem neces-
sary to aid the court in reaching a just determi-
nation thereof."

It is now claimed by tho Attorney-genera- l
that, by virtue of this order, he became a party
to this suit. Unless this claim can be maintained,
of courf p hU petition Is not entitled to consider-
ation, for, as will be seen bj reading the statue,
no provision is made for filing i petition for a
rehearing by any person other than a party.

Tho contention that the Attomey-treiicrt- il is aparty to this uit would seem to be so destitute
of plausibility a not to require a moment's con-
sideration, wero it not for the apparent earnest-
ness with which he tceks to maintain it.

In the uUl i rius courts parties aro known A3
plaintiffs and defendants. In taw court they
are known as appellants and appellee. If tho
Attorney-genera- l U a party to his suit, which is
he, an appellant or an appellee! With whom is
ho lltiiratiugt What judgment shall le rendered
either for or against him! Ho is not an inter-
venor. for no person cau bo such unless ho has a
personal interest in the controversy, and it will
certainly not bo contended that the above order
embraces a rU'ht to set up a personal interest.

It was perrcctiy proper. I think, for tho court,
in view of the publio interest Involved la this
case, to Invito the Attorney-genera- l, tho chief

law oflieer of the State, to aid It with his exten-
sive knowledge of tho law. In arriving at a cor-
rect conclusion, not In private consultation, but
iu open argument and by briefs. As he was the
representative of the whole people of tho btate
the court had the right to assume that ho would
stand Impartial as between tho parties
and that he would honestly and faithfully, as a
publio otiicer, give to the court his views upon
the new aud intricate questions involved. That
he did, by the able brief riled by him, give the
court much aid is not to be denied. Iiut it was
not as a party to the suit that ho was permitted
to Hie briefs and argue the case. His relation to
the court was dimply that of an amicus curiie. If
i not the function of an amicus curlra to tako
upon himself tho management of a cause. (An-
derson's Dictionary of Law; title, "Amicus
Curue.")

The powers and duties of an amicus curia) are
well understood by the profession. In the case
of Irwin vs. Armuth et aL (ll'i) Ind., 3 10), it was
said: "An amicus curino may appear, and, with
the permission of the court, introduce evidence
for his own beneilt, but he cannot accept to any
ruling made by tho court, as he has no right to
complain if the oourt rofuses to except his sug-
gestions."

This cause was certified to the Denry Circuit
Court on the "2d day of December last. It may
be that tho judgment has been rendered by that
'court in accordance with the opinion and direc-
tions of this court. If so, can we now, by any
action we may take, affect that judgment! I
think cot. In my opinion tho moment this cause
was certified to the Henry Circuit Court by order
of this court we lost jurisdiction over it as fully
as we would have lost it had the sixty days
allowed to file petitions for a rehearing fullv ex-
pired. For these reasons I am of the opinion
that we have no Jurisdiction and that we have
no power to consider the petition lor a rehearing
filed by tho Attorney-genera- l.

RAISED A FAUTY STORM.

Howard and Hackney Personally Called to
Account for Their Courage.

Immediately after tho Supreme Conrt
sent down the decisions yesterday after--
noon, about a dozen leading Democrats of
the Legislature, tlie Stato officers. Green
Smith and Clerk Sweeney Hooked into
Jndge McCabe's room, sent out forjudges
Howard and Hackney, and, with closed
doors, had an exciting time. They
indulged in lond arguments, lamentations,
etc. It is presumed that Jndges Howard
and Hackney were roundly abused because
they did not save tho Legislature the ugly
task of making another apportionment. It
is the first time on record that judges of
the Supremo Bench were pernonally taken
to task for rendering a decision contrary
to party notion. Smith is said to have re-peat- ed

his favorite gesture when practic-
ing law with asandbagin Jennings connty.

$G.OOTo Chicago and Return $6.00
$3.00 To Chicago $3.00

Via Pennsylvania lino from Indianapolis.

Imported Wines.
For fine imported wines, bherry. Port, Rheln

Wines etc., go to Caspar Scbmalholz, 23 South,
Meridian street, direct Importer. Goods sold
from one bottle on up.

$6.00 To Chicago and Return $6.00
$3.00 To Chicago $3.00

Via Pennsylvania line from Indianapolis.

Jce Tools.
We are agents for Woods's Ice Tools the best good

in that line on the market. We carry an assortment
in stock, an I can till Urge onlcrs direct from factorv
on abort notice. Call and aeu ns or send for illustrat-
ed catalogue. "Ve U at manufacturer prices.

IIIUJEBRANP A FUGATE,
L'2 South Meridian street.

Table Knives and Carving Sets

Wo have at all times a full line of first quality
pearl, Ivory and silver plate Knives ami Carving
Bets. We also carry a line of sterling-handl- e

Knives and Carving ifets of 2, 3 and 5 pieces, to
match Sterling Hat Ware patterns in our stock.

Successor to

ginflzam 8 Walfc'
Jeweler : x . : 12 East Waahingtoa Street
Gener al spent for the Patek, PhiUppe A Co.,

Vacheron b Constantly, and K. Kjehu celebrated
fiwio Watches.

Pinatjd's, Rogers & Gallet, Cotjdray's, OrroNAX, Violette de Pakme,
Suede Laitnes.

For the hands there ia nothing better than

BEETHAM'S CUCUMBER AND GLYCERINE.

CHARLES MAYER & CO
29 and 81 "West "Wash. St- -

LAFAYETTE STOCK FARM
Coach Horses arrived Nov. 15 1812. at.d conMtel

ever brought tn America. Wo also breed and im-
port Trotllnc and racing Stallion. Mares and Jacks.

ou better term than any other Crui.

fj. CROUCH & SON,
Our new Importation of German-Oldenbu- r

of the larcest and finest lot of this breed of heroes
English Hblre. Uelfiiuui, Clydesdale. Norman.

VVrite for full particular. We cau eil a good horse
City rhce.--J3- and 23j La.it Main tdreet.

A nice assortment of

ROGERS' PLATED WARE

CAEPETS, DRAPERIES,
LINOLEUM, ETC.

ALBERT GALL
Agency lor fi. C. JoLTon'!' argue try Flooring and Borders. Estimates furnUhod.


